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Dear Ms. Torres, 

I thank you again for spending some time discussing application 10/715,192 with me on the phone, and 
also for agreeing to take the time to view my clients' prototype on October 12. We look forward to 
meeting you and Mr. Will. 

I mentioned to you tnat l would send some preliminary papers that present the issues and proposed 
amendments that we can discuss at the interview, or by phone in the interim if you have some time. 
This fax highlights some proposed changes, and we would greatly appreciate any input you may have as 
to whether our changes are instructive. 

1. We agreed during our prior discussion that the sources of rejection stem from our failure to describe 
Figure 1 with adequate distinction over Beranek (U.S. Pat. No. 2,478,558} in combination with the 
other prior art. We view Beranek as the key structural reference, and Claims 18 and 20 of the 
pendmg application as tne claims that should distinguish tne present mventron rrom Beranek. we 
discussed focusing away from the relationship between the blade and grass guide, and more to the 
other structural components of the mower, particularly the sliding arch feature that is continuous 
with the grass guide a nd allows for the adjustment. We would like any feedback on the following 
amendments to Claims 18 and 20: 

Claim 18 (currently amended): A rotary cutting apparatus comprising 

an adjustable grass guide consisting essentially of a substantially rigid and rectangular member spanning 
the width of the apparatus transversely, 

wherein the angle of said grass guide can be adjusted within an angular range of 1 to 90 degrees from 

vertical and temporarily fixed at any angle within said range, 

a means for adjusting and temporarily fixing said angle within said range, 

a plurality of drive shafts aligned above and parallel to said grass guide when said angle is fixed at 90 
degrees from vertical. 

said drive shafts extending rearward of the rear-most point of said grass guide when said angle is fixed 
at 90 degrees from vertical. 

said drive shafts remaining parallel to said grass guide throughout its full range of angular adjustment. 
a p l urality of blades, 
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eaeb a cutting blade centrally fi xed to the rearward-extending end of each drive shaft in substantially 
perpendicular orientation to tho sha ft said drive shaft and said grass guide, 

wherein the lowest plane of rotation of each cutting blade extends below said grass guide when said 

angle is fixed at 90 degrees from vertical. 

a power means driving the rotation of said drive shafts. 

each shaft projecting downward from a pow e r m e ans at an ang le tilted long i tudina l ly b e tween 51 a nd 
90 degrees from vort i cal 
a grass gu i de, 
a chassis, and 

a means for effecting movement of the apparatus over a cutting surface- 

said gross gu i de being a straight, rig i d structur e mounted substantially paralle l to said drive shafts, 
th e bottom most portion of sa i d grass guide remaining in a mounting posit i on abutting a horizontal 
p l ane that is above any horizonta l piano that is abutted by one or more of the ends of said plurality of 
b l ad e s, said e nds of said plura li ty of blades being in th e ir low e st pos i t i ons, such that each of s a id 
p l ura l ity of b l ados wi ll on l y cut grass when sa i d b l ades are in the l ower port i ons of their planes of 
rotation, reduc i ng each b l ade's cutt i ng ar e a a nd therefore reducing tho pow e r required to cut sa i d grass / 
said grass gu i do in said mounting posit i on also forcing said grass of sufficient height to contact said grass 
gu i de pr i or to encountering said b l ades and in the cutting p a th of sa i d plurality of blados to bond such 
that said uncut grass in said cutting path is pos i tioned in an approximat e ly perpendicular ori e ntat i on to 
e ach b l ade's p l ane of rotat i on and is constrained such that movement of said uncut grass is restr i cted - as 
it i s cut by sa i d p l ura l ity of b l ades. 

Claim 20 (currently amended): The rotary cutting apparatus of claim 18, wherein said means for 
adjusting and temporarily fixing said angle within said range comprises 

a first arch-iike rectangular structure of the chassis spanning the width of the apparatus transversely. 
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a second arch-Hke rectangular structure of similar width and radius to that of the chassis, said grass 
guide extending perpendicularly from the forward-most end of and being continuous with said second 
arch-like rectangular structure, 

wherein said structures are positioned adjacent to each other such that a portion of each of said 
structures overlaps in with that of the other with their rectangular dimensions remaining in parallel, 
wherein the angle of said grass guide can be adjusted within an angular range 1 to 90 decrees from 
vertical by sliding said second arch-like rectangular structure forward and rearward, and 
wherein a mechanism is provided to temporarily fix said grass guide at an angle selected from within 
said range. 

angle i s se l ected from jho group cons i st i ng of som e or all .degrees betw ee n 5 and 90 degre e s - frem 
v e rtic a l without t i lt i ng the cha s sis around the whoo l axles. 

2. We also discussed the claiming the blade/shaft/motor/grass guide combination as a unit that 
adjusts in concert. If this is helpful for the purpose of better describing the invention, we would like 
to discuss appropriate language. 

3. I tried to implement some of the thoughts I got from you during our phone conversation as follows: 

a. Claim the sliding adjustment feature, describing accurately how the sliding adjustment operates 
to enable the user to alter the angle of the grass guide and shafts/blades; 

b. Describe the mower as stationary from the front of the mower to the point where the handle 
attaches. 

c. Structurally define the sliding arch where the adjustment takes place. Some preliminary 
language you suggested was "...an arch (describe the sliding adjustment) that spans the 
direction of travel transversely..." 

Thank you in advance for any advice you may have that will help our case. 

Sincerely, 



S. Scott Lloyd 



-5 1 j*<rr 
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